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PROPOSED ACTION ON
REGULATIONS

Information contained in this document is
published as received from agencies and is
not edited by the Office of State Publishing.

TITLE 11. COMMISSION ON
PEACE OFFICER STANDARDS
AND TRAINING

AMEND COMMISSION REGULATION 1001,
1010, and DELETE 1009
PARTICIPATION IN THE POST PROGRAM

Notice is hereby given that the Commission on
Peace Officer Standards and Training (POST), pursu-
ant to authority vested by sections 13503 of the Penal
Code (powers of the Commission on POST) and
section 13506 (authority for the Commission on POST
to adopt regulations), and in order to interpret,
implement and make specific sections 13510 (author-
ity of the Commission on POST to adopt and amend
rules establishing minimum standards for California
local law enforcement officers), proposes to amend
and delete regulations in Chapter 2 of Title 11 of the
California Code of Regulations.

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

Regulation 1010, Participation in the POST Pro-
gram, currently does not provide clear information on
procedures and requirements for participation in POST
programs. Current section 1010(a) requires adherence
to “‘standards for selection and training”. The pro-
posed amended version would add language requiring
adherence to ““‘all Commission Regulations’.

Commission Regulation 1009 (Specialized Law
Enforcement Certification Program) is proposed for
deletion because the amended Regulation 1010 will
cover requirements for both programs. Commission
Regulation 1001, Definitions, would be amended to
reflect the deletion of Regulation 1009 and amend-
ments of Regulation 1010.

The POST Regulation Review Committee (RRC),
formed to improve regulations has proposed these
amendments to add clarity and consistency with
current operations.

PUBLIC COMMENT
The Commission hereby requests written com-
ments on the proposed actions. All written comments
must be received at POST no later than October 7,
2002. Written comments should be directed to
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Kenneth J. O’Brien, Executive Director Commis-
sion on Peace Officer Standards and Training,
1601 Alhambra Boulevard, Sacramento, CA 95816-
7083, fax number (916) 227-2801, or email at
kobrien @post.ca.gov

A public hearing is not scheduled. Pursuant to
Government Code Section 11346.8 any interested
person, or his duty authorized representatively, may
request writing, no less than 15 days prior to the close
of the public comment period, that a public hearing be
held.

ADOPTION OF PROPOSED REGULATIONS

Following the close of the public comment period,
the Commission may adopt the proposal substantially
as set forth without further notice or may modify the
proposal if such modifications remain sufficiently
related to the text as described in the Informative
Digest. If the Commission makes changes to the
language before the date of adoption, the text of any
modified language, clearly indicated, will be made
available at least 15 days before adoption to all
persons whose comments were received by POST
during the public comment period, and all persons
who request notification from POST of the availability
of such changes. A request for the modified text should
be addressed to the agency official designated in this
notice. The Commission will accept written comments
on the modified text for 15 days after the date of which
the revised text is made available.

TEXT OF PROPOSAL

Copies of the Initial Statement of Reasons and exact
language of the proposed action may be obtained by
submitting a request in writing to the contact person at
the address below. This address also is the location of
all information considered as the basis for these
proposals. The information will be maintained for
inspection during the Commissions’ normal business
hours (8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m., Monday through
Friday).

Copies of the Final Statement of Reasons, once it
has been prepared pursuant to subdi-vision (a) of
Section 11346.9, may be obtained from the address at
the end of this notice.

ESTIMATE OF ECONOMIC IMPACT

Fiscal impact on Public Agencies including Costs or
Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal
Funding to the State: None

Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies:
None

Local Mandate: None

Costs to any Local Agency or School District for
which Government Code Section 17561 Requires
Reimbursement: None
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Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact
Directly Affecting California Businesses, including
Small Business: The Commission on Peace Officer
Standards and Training has made an initial determina-
tion that the proposed regulation will not have a
significant statewide adverse economic impact directly
affecting California businesses, including the ability to
compete with business in other states, and has found
that the proposed amendments of Regulations 1001,
1010, and deletion of 1009 will have no effect on
California business, including small businesses, be-
cause the Commission on Peace Officer Standards and
Training sets selection and training standards for law
enforcement and does not impact California business,
including small businesses.

Cost Impacts on Representative Private Persons or
Business: The Commission on Peace Officer Stan-
dards and Training is not aware of any cost impacts
that representative private person or business would
necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with this
proposed action.

Effect on Housing Costs: The Commission on Peace
Officer Standards and Training has made an initial
determination that the proposed regulation would have
no effect on housing costs.

ASSESSMENT

The adoption of the proposed amendments to this
regulation will neither create nor eliminate jobs in the
state of California, nor result in the elimination of
existing businesses or create or expand businesses in
the state of California.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

In order to take this action, the Commission must
determine that no reasonable alternative considered by
the Commission, or that has otherwise been identified
and brought to the attention of the Commission, would
be more effective in carrying out the purpose for
which the action is proposed, or would be as effective
and less burdensome to affected private persons than
the proposed action.

CONTACT PERSON

Inquiries concerning written material pertaining
to the proposed action should be directed to Leah
Cherry, Associate Governmental Program Analyst,
1601 Alhambra Boulevard, Sacramento, CA 95816-
7083, or by telephone at (916) 227-3891, fax number
(916) 227-3895 or e-mail at leah.cherry @post.ca.gov.
The back-up contact person as well as inquiries
concerning the substance of the proposed action/text
should be directed to Anna DelPorto, Associate
Analyst, (916) 227-4854, fax number (916) 227-3895,
or e-mail to anna.delporto@post.ca.gov.
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INTERNET ACCESS

The Commission has posted on its Internet website
(www.post.ca.gov) the information regarding this
proposed regulatory action. Select “Regulation No-
tices” from the topics listed on the website’s home

page.

TITLE 14. DEPARTMENT
OF CONSERVATION

2002 LABELING PROPOSED REGULATIONS

CHAPTER 5. DIVISION OF RECYCLING

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Department
of Conservation (Department), Division of Recycling
(Division) proposes to adopt amendments to the
California Code of Regulations (CCR). Commencing
with Subchapter 3, Chapter 5, Division 2, Title 14 of
the CCR, the Division will propose permanent
regulations, after the consideration of all comments,
objections or recommendations. The proposed amend-
ments are as follows:

Subchapter 3. Manufacturers

Article 1. Labeling

§ 2200 LABELING REQUIRED

Section 2200(b) has been amended to allow
permanent ink jetting as a type of labeling for
beverage containers. This method of labeling will give
the beverage manufacturers another option to use
when labeling beverage containers. Paragraphs 3 and 4
have been added to this section because beverage
containers shall be labeled in the specific manner
indicated in paragraphs (1), (2), (3) or (4).

Section 2200(b)(1) has been amended to exclude
metal bottles from the requirements in this section
because the labeling requirements for labeling metal
bottles are stated in new section 2200(b)(4).

New Section 2200(b)(4) has been added because
metal bottles are a new type of container and the
method of labeling them needs to be stated in the
regulations.

Subchapter 4. Distributors

Article 1. Distributor Requirements

§ 2320 PAYMENTS

Section 2320(b) has been amended to add the text
“CA 2.5 ¢” if the container is less than 24 ounces, or
“CA 5 ¢” if the container is 24 ounces or more. This
text is being added to be consistent with statute and the
rest of the regulations.
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Subchapter 6. Recycling Centers

Article 1.

§ 2500 Operation Standards

Subsection 2500(e) Figure 9 has been amended to
add “California Redemption Value”, ‘California
Cash Refund” and “CA 2.5 ¢” if the container is less
than 24 ounces, or “CA 5 ¢” if the container is 24
ounces or more. This text is being added to be
consistent with statute and the rest of the regulations.

INFORMATION IS AVAILABLE UPON REQUEST

Copies of the express terms of the proposed action,
the initial statement of reasons and all of the
information upon which this proposal is based are
available upon request. The rulemaking file is
available to the public for review during nor-
mal business hours at the Division of Recycling,
801 “K™ Street, 18th Floor, Sacramento, California.
Please contact the agency contact person, Karen Denz,
at (916) 322-1899. General or substance questions
regarding this file may also be directed to Karen Denz.
The backup agency contact person for this rulemaking
file is Eloisa Hernandez, who may be contacted at
(916) 327-2757.

SUBMITTING WRITTEN COMMENTS

The written comment period permits any interested
person, or their authorized representative, to submit
written comments addressing the proposed amend-
ment to the Department. Written comments, which
offer a recommendation and/or objection, or support
the proposed amendment, should indicate the amended
section to which the comment or comments are
directed. Written comments should be sent to the
Department and received before the close of the public
comment period, no later than 5:00 p.m. on October 7,
2002. Additionally, we request that written comments
reference a subsection or section of the proposed
action. Written comments received by the Department
after the close of the public comment period will not
be responded to in the rulemaking file. Submit your
written comments to: Karen Denz, 2002 Labeling
Proposed Permanent Regulations, Department of
Conservation, Division of Recycling, 801 “K” St.,
MS 18-58, Sacramento, CA 95814. During the 45-day
comment period, written comments may also be
E-mailed to: DORRegulations@consrv.ca.gov, or
faxed to (916) 327-2144.

PUBLIC HEARING SCHEDULED
The hearing will be begin promptly at 10:00 a.m.
and will adjourn immediately after hearing the last
public comment by those individuals present. The
conference room is wheelchair accessible. The public
hearing to record public comments on the proposed
amended regulations is scheduled for:

Requirements for Recycling Centers
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October 7, 2002 at 10:00 a.m.
The Renaissance Tower

22nd Floor Conference Room
801 “K” Street

Sacramento, CA 95814

SUBSTANTIAL REVISIONS WILL REQUIRE
A RENOTICE

Following the public hearing, the Department will
adopt the regulations without further notice. However,
if the Department chooses to substantially alter or
revise the proposed regulatory action, a revised notice,
called a renotice, and the amended version of the
proposed text of the regulations will be made available
to the public for another public comment period for
fifteen (15) days. Those persons who testified at the
public hearing, submitted written comments at the
public hearing, whose comments were received by the
Department during the public comment period, or who
requested notification from the Department of the
availability of changes to the text of the proposed
regulations, will be sent any renotices.

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

Under the existing law, the California Beverage
Container Recycling and Litter Reduction Act (Act)
encourages recycling of specific beverage containers
and reduces litter of these beverage containers along
the State’s highways. Under this Act, the Department,
through the Division of Recycling (Division), is
responsible for administering the Act and protecting
the integrity of the California Beverage Container
Recycling Fund (Fund).

The passage of SB 1906, Chapter 731, Statutes of
2000, expanded the California Redemption Value
(CRV) labeling message that may be affixed on
beverage containers. A beverage manufacturer is
required to label each beverage container offered for
sale in California with one of the CRV labeling
messages set forth in Public Resources Code (PRC)
Section 14561. This amendment provided the labeling
option of “CA 2.5 ¢”, if the container is less than 24
ounces, or “CA 5 ¢” if the container is 24 ounces or
more. The regulations were amended on April 16,
2001 by regulation file # 01-0305-01 N as a Section
100. However, several regulation sections that need to
be amended were omitted and are being revised in this
regulation package.

On April 23, 2002, the Department received a
petition from Kraft Foods, Incorporated pursuant to
Government Code § 11340.6, requesting that the
Department undertake a rulemaking proceeding to
amend the current beverage container recycling
labeling regulations. Kraft Foods, Incorporated will be
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bottling beverages in metal bottles and requested the
Department change the labeling regulations to adopt
different requirements for these new metal bottles. The
Director granted the petition for this rulemaking.

AUTHORITY
These regulations are submitted pursuant to the

Department’s authority under Public Resources Code
Sections, 14530.5(b) and 14536.

REFERENCE
Public Resources Code Sections, 14501(1), 14504,
14515.6, 14530.5, 14536, 14538, 14561, 14571,

14571.3, 14572(a), (b) and (c), 14572.5 and 14574.

DISCLOSURES REGARDING THE
PROPOSED ACTION

Mandate on local agencies and school districts: The
Department has determined that adoption of these
proposed regulations do not impose any new mandates
on local agencies or local school districts.

Cost or savings to any state agency: No savings or
additional expenses to state agencies are identified
because the implementation of statute is financed by
the beverage container recycling program itself.

Costs to any local agency or school district which
must be reimbursed in accordance with Government
Code §§ 17500 through 17630: The Department has
determined that the adoption of these proposed
regulations do not impose any additional cost obliga-
tions on local agencies or on local school districts.

Other non-discretionary cost or savings imposed
upon local agencies: No other non-discretionary costs
or savings to local agencies have been identified.

Cost or savings in federal funding to the State: No
costs or savings in federal funding to the state have
been identified.

Significant statewide adverse economic impact
directly affecting business, including the ability of
California businesses to compete with businesses in
other states: The Department has determined that no
significant impact to California businesses will result
from the adoption of this proposed regulatory lan-
guage. These proposed regulations serve to clarify and
make specific existing statutory requirements.

Potential cost impact on private persons or directly
affected businesses: The Department is not aware of
any cost impacts that a representative private person or
business would necessarily incur in reasonable com-
pliance with the proposed action. This proposed
regulation does not mandate actions upon private
persons or businesses, but rather clarifies existing
statutory mandates.

Creation of elimination of jobs in California: The
Department has determined that the adoption of these
regulations will not:
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Create or eliminate jobs within California;
Create new nor eliminate existing businesses
within California;

Expand businesses currently doing business in
California.

Significant effect on housing costs: The Department
has determined that the adoption of these regulations
will have no significant effect on housing costs.

Effects on small businesses: The Department has
determined that the adoption of these proposed
regulations will not affect small businesses. These
proposed regulations serve to clarify and make
specific existing requirements contained in statute.
These proposed regulations do not mandate actions
upon private persons or businesses, but rather clarifies
existing statutory mandates.

CONSDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The Department must determine that no reasonable
alternative that it considers or that has otherwise been
identified and brought to the attention of the Depart-
ment, would be more effective in carrying out the
purpose for which the action is proposed, or would be
as effective and less burdensome to affected private
persons than the proposed action. The Department has
not identified any adverse impacts resulting from these
proposed regulations.

FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS

A copy of the final statement of reasons may be
obtained, when it becomes available, from the agency
contact person or backup contact person identified in
this notice.

ACCESSING INFORMATION REGARDING THIS
FILE ON THE DEPARTMENT OF
CONSERVATION WEBSITE

The text of the proposed regulations, the Notice of
Proposed Action, the Initial Statement of Reasons and
the Final Statement of Reasons, when available for
review, will be on the Department of Conservation
website at: www.consrv.ca.gov.

TITLE 14. FISH AND
GAME COMMISSION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Fish and
Game Commission (Commission), pursuant to the
authority vested by Section 8587.1 of the Fish and
Game Code and to implement, interpret or make
specific sections 7850, 8043, 8046, 8102, 8496, 8587,
8587.1, 8588, 8589.5, 8589.7 and 9025-9029.5 of said
Code, proposes to amend sections 150, 150.01 and
150.03, and add Section 150.05, Title 14, California
Code of Regulations, relating to the nearshore fishery
restricted access program.
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INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

Current regulations establish a Nearshore Fishery
Permit for the take of the following nearshore fish
species: cabezon, California scorpionfish, California
sheephead, kelp and rock greenling, black-and-yellow
rockfish, China rockfish, gopher rockfish, grass
rockfish, and kelp rockfish; and a moratorium on the
issuance of new permits. For the purpose of develop-
ing a restricted access program for this fishery control
dates of December 31, 1999 for participation and
October 20, 2000 for gear endorsements are also
established.

The proposed regulatory changes would establish a
restricted access program for the nearshore species
listed above. The proposed restricted access program
would be individual-based, with transferable and
non-transferable permits. The allowable gears would
be restricted to line gears unless the permittee qualifies
for an endorsement of another gear type. Other
proposed regulations would establish methods of
transferability, initial application and renewal dead-
lines, an appeal process for the denial of a permit
application, renewal or transfer, and fees for a permit
and permit transfers. A permit for incidental take in
other fisheries, as well as day or trip limits are also
proposed.

The Department has developed options for three or
four regional management areas. In the three region
option the North Coast Region would extend from the
California/Oregon border to Cape Mendocino; the
Central Coast Region from Cape Mendocino to [Point
Arguello or Point Conception]; and the South Coast
Region from [Point Arguello or Point Conception] to
the California/Mexico border. The four region option
splits the Central Coast Region at Point Afio Nuevo
into a North-Central Coast Region and a South-Central
Coast Region.

The options for a transferable permit in a regional
management area require the possession of a 2002—
2003 Nearshore Fishery Permit and qualifying land-
ings in that specific regional management area. The
proposed qualifying landing period is January 1, 1994
through December 31, 1999. Options for additional
qualifying criteria include number of years with a
minimum level of landings (ranging from 100 to 1,000
pounds of nearshore landings in each of 1 to 3 years),
the value of qualifying landings calculated as a
minimum average price per pound (ranging from
$0.01 to $3.50 per pound), recent participation in the
fishery (at least one landing in either 2000 or 2001),
and years of participation (ranging from 1 to 6 years
with at least one nearshore landing).

The proposed non-transferable permit in a manage-
ment area requires that the fisherman have been a
licensed commercial fisherman in California for 20
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years and have qualifying landings in that specific
management area in either any one of those license
years or one of the years between 1994 and 1999.

A range of capacity goals (the desired number of
permits) is proposed for each management area for
transferable permits. The non-transferable permits
satisfy the provisions of Fish and Game Code Section
8101 (grandfather clause) and contribute to attrition.

e North Coast Region: 4-14 transferable permits
e Central Coast Region: 9-40 transferable permits
e South Coast Region: 5-45 transferable permits

Under the four region option the proposed capacity
goals are:

e North Coast Region: 4—-14 transferable permits

e North-Central Coast Region: 3-15 transferable
permits

e South-Central Coast Region: 6-25 transferable
permits

e South Coast Region: 5-45 transferable permits

There are two proposed options for transferability.
Under the moratorium option no permits could be
transferred for the first two years of the program. If,
after two years, the number of permits in any regional
management area still exceeds the capacity goal, a
permit transfer system would be utilized. A permit
transfer system requires a person to purchase two or
three permits, retiring all but one which the person
receives. If the person wants to fish with trap or trawl
gear, at least one of the permits purchased has to have
the appropriate gear endorsement. When the number
of permits drops below the capacity goal in any region,
the individual with an active, non-transferable Near-
shore Fishery Permit and the greatest number of
landings in the 6 year qualifying period would receive
a permit and his non-transferable permit would be
retired. When all non-transferable permits in a region
are retired, permit transfers would be allowed to any
qualified fisherman.

The proposed regulations would permit the estate of
a deceased permittee to apply, via notarized letter
within one year of the permittee’s death, to keep the
Nearshore Fishery Permit only for the purpose of
transferring the permit. The provisions of transferabil-
ity as described above would apply to these transfers
also. It is proposed that transfer of the permit to a
partner or immediate family member would not
require the purchase of multiple permits.

This program proposes limiting the allowable gear
to hook-and-line gear. The use of traps or trawl gear
would require a gear endorsement attached to the
permit. Qualifying criteria for a trap endorsement
includes possession of a general trap permit or finfish
trap permit and may include other criteria such as the
majority of landings were made with trap gear or years
with a minimum level of landings, the value of
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landings, recent participation in the fishery, and years
of participation. Qualifying criteria for a trawl
endorsement include that the majority of landings
were made with trawl gear.

Regional Nearshore Fishery Permits are proposed to
be renewed annually. For transferable Nearshore
Fishery Permits the proposed range of fees is from
$125 to $1200. The proposed fee for non-transferable
Nearshore Fishery Permits is from $125 to $1200.
Proposed transfer fees range from $250 to $1000. The
proposed fee for a gear endorsement or transfer of a
gear endorsement ranges from $30 to $75. The
proposed fee for a Nearshore Fishery Bycatch Permit
ranges from $50 to $250.

Under the proposed regulations, applications for
initial issuance of a Nearshore Fishery Permit must be
received by the Department, or, if mailed, postmarked,
on or before June 30, 2003. Applications for initial
issuance of a Nearshore Fishery Permit received July 1
through July 31, 2003 shall be considered late and will
be assessed a $50 late fee. Applications received after
July 31, 2003 will not be considered.

Under the proposed regulations, applications for
renewal of a Nearshore Fishery Permit must be
received by the Department, or, if mailed, postmarked,
on or before April 30 of each year. Applications for
permit renewal of a Nearshore Fishery Permit received
May 1 through May 31 shall be considered late and
will be assessed a $50 late fee. Applications received
after May 31 not be considered, and the permit shall be
cancelled and shall no longer be eligible for renewal in
subsequent years.

The proposed nearshore fishery permit shall be
revoked: a) if the person fails to renew the permit
annually or renew his or her commercial fishing
license issued pursuant to Fish and Game Code
Section 7852; or b) for violation of any fish and game
regulation pertaining to the take of nearshore species
or violation of the terms or conditions of the permit.

The proposed regulations would provide that any
applicant who is denied initial issuance, renewal, or
transfer of a nearshore fishery permit or gear
endorsement may appeal that denial to the Department
in writing describing the basis for the appeal. If the
Department denies the appeal, an appeal may be made
to the Commission.

The regulations propose that at least one Nearshore
Fishery Permit holder shall be on board the vessel
when taking, possessing or landing nearshore fish
stocks. If a support vessel is used, one permit holder
shall be on each vessel.

The proposed regulations would provide that no
person may take or land nearshore fish stocks on board
a boat without either a Nearshore Fishery Permit or
Nearshore Fishery Bycatch Permit. Eligibility for a
Nearshore Fishery Bycatch Permit would require
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possession of a 2002-2003 Nearshore Fishery Permit,
and that the person is not eligible, based on the
qualifying criteria, for a 2003-2004 Nearshore Fishery
Permit or is eligible but unwilling to convert to the
allowable gear. It is proposed that only gear allowed
under the Nearshore Fishery Bycatch Permit would be
trawl or gill nets. Additionally, day or trip limits
ranging from 1 to 100 pounds have been proposed.

NOTICE IS GIVEN that any person interested
may present statements, orally or in writing, relevant
to this action at a hearing to be held in the Elihu Harris
State Building, First Floor Auditorium, 1515 Clay Street,
Oakland, California, on Thursday, August 29, 2002 at
9:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as the matter may be
heard.

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that any person
interested may present statements, orally or in writing,
relevant to this action at a hearing to be held in
the Board of Supervisors Chambers, 981 “H” Street,
Suite 100, Crescent City, California, on Friday,
October 25, 2002 at 8:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as
the matter may be heard.

NOTICE IS FURTHER GIVEN that any person
interested may present statements, orally or in writing,
relevant to this action at a hearing to be held in the
Monterey Beach Resort Hotel, 2600 Sand Dunes
Drive and Highway 1, Monterey, California, on
Friday, December 6, 2002, at 8:30 a.m., or as soon
thereafter as the matter may be heard. It is requested,
but not required, that written comments be submitted
on or before November 29, 2002 at the address given
below, or by fax at (916) 653-5040, or by e-mail to
FGC@dfg.ca.gov, but must be received no later than
December 6, 2002, at the hearing in Monterey, CA.
E-mail comments must include the true name and
mailing address of the commentor.

The regulations as proposed in strikeout-underline
format, as well as an initial statement of reasons,
including environmental considerations and all infor-
mation upon which the proposal is based (rulemaking
file), are on file and available for public review from
the agency representative, John M. Duffy, Assistant
Executive Director, Fish and Game Commission,
1416 Ninth Street, Box 944209, Sacramento, Califor-
nia 94244-2090, phone (916) 653-4899. Please direct
inquiries to John M. Duffy or Sherrie Koell at the
preceding address or phone number. Traci Bishop,
Department of Fish and Game, phone (562) 342-7111,
has been designated to respond to questions on the
substance of the proposed regulations. Copies of the
Initial Statement of Reasons, including the regulatory
language, may be obtained from the address
above. Notice of the proposed action shall be posted
on the Fish and Game Commission website at
http://www.dfg.ca.gov.
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AVAILABILITY OF MODIFIED TEXT

If the regulations adopted by the Commission differ
from but are sufficiently related to the action proposed,
they will be available to the public for at least 15 days
prior to the date of adoption. Any person interested
may obtain a copy of said regulations prior to the date
of adoption by contacting the agency representative
named herein.

If the regulatory proposal is adopted, the final
statement of reasons may be obtained from the address
above when it has been received from agency program
staff.

IMPACT OF REGULATORY ACTION
The potential for significant statewide adverse
economic impacts that might result from the proposed
regulatory action has been assessed, and the following
initial determinations relative to the required statutory
categories have been made:

(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact
Directly Affecting Business, including the Ability
of California Businesses to Compete with Busi-
nesses in Other States:

The proposed action may have a significant
statewide adverse economic impact on businesses,
including the ability of California business to
compete with businesses in other states. Each
permittee, buyer and processor is considered a
small business. The proposed nearshore restricted
access program would cause some fishermen who
have participated in the past on a limited or
sporadic level to lose some potential income.
Based on year 2000 commercial fish landings, the
proposed regulations could have a negative
economic impact of $562,963 to $3,536,961
(expressed in year 2001 dollars) depending on the
options chosen. These projections take into ac-
count the effect of the commercial landings as they
move through the local economies, causing a
ripple effect in output demand.

The Commission has made an initial determina-
tion that the adoption and amendment of these
regulations may have a significant statewide
adverse economic impact on businesses, including
the ability of California businesses to compete
with businesses in other states. The Commission
has considered proposed alternatives that would
lessen any adverse economic impact on business
and invites you to submit alternative proposals.
Submissions may include the following consider-
ations:

(i) the establishment of differing compliance or
reporting requirements or timetables which
take into account the resources available to
businesses;
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(i) consolidation or simplification of compliance
and reporting requirements for businesses;

(iii) the use of performance standards rather than
prescriptive standards; or

(iv) exemption or partial exemption from the
regulatory requirements for business.

(b) Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs
within the State, the Creation of New Businesses
or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the

Expansion of Businesses in California:

The proposed action is expected to eliminate some
jobs in commercial fishing.

(©)

Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person
or Business:

The proposed nearshore restricted access program
would cause some fishermen who have partici-
pated in the past on a limited or sporadic level to
lose some potential income.

(d)

Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/
Savings in Federal funding to the State: None.

(e)

Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agen-
cies: None.

(f) Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School
Districts: None.

€9)

Costs Imposed on any Local Agency or School
District that is Required to be Reimbursed Under
Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of
Division 4: None.

(h) Effect on Housing Costs: None.

EFFECT ON SMALL BUSINESS
It has been determined that the adoption of these
regulations may affect small business.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The Commission must determine that no reasonable
alternative considered by the Commission, or that has
otherwise been identified and brought to the attention
of the Commission, would be more effective in
carrying out the purpose for which the action is
proposed or would be as effective and less burden-
some to affected private persons than the proposed
action.

TITLE 14. FISH AND
GAME COMMISSION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Fish and
Game Commission (Commission), pursuant to the
authority vested by sections 1904 and 2070 of the Fish
and Game Code and to implement, interpret or make
specific sections 1755, 1904, 2062, 2067, 2070,
2072.7, and 2075.5 of said Code, proposes to amend
Section 670.2, Title 14, California Code of Regula-
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tions, to add North Coast semaphore grass to the list of
threatened species and remove it from the list of rare
species.

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

At its August 1, 2002, meeting in San Luis Obispo,
California, the Commission made a finding that North
Coast semaphore grass warrants listing as threatened.
The Department of Fish and Game therefore proposes
to amend Section 670.2 of Title 14, CCR, to add
Pleuropogon hooverianus (North Coast semaphore
grass) to the list of threatened plants (Subsection (b)).
Concurrently, the Department proposes to delete North
Coast semaphore grass from the list of rare plants
(Subsection (c)). This proposal is based upon the
documentation of population declines and threats to
the habitat of this species to the point that it meets the
criteria for listing as threatened by the Fish and Game
Commission as set forth in the California Endangered
Species Act (CESA). The Department is fulfilling its
statutory obligation in making this proposal which, if
adopted, would afford this species the recognition and
protection available to it under CESA. North Coast
semaphore grass is very rare in California and
restricted to northern coastal California. All nine
populations are on private property. Total occupied
habitat is 14 to 18 acres.

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that any person
interested may present statements, orally or in writing,
relevant to this action at a hearing to be held in the
Board of Supervisors Chambers, 981 “H” Street,
Suite 100, Crescent City, California on Friday,
October 25, 2002 at 8:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as
the matter may be heard. It is requested, but not
required, that written comments be submitted on or
before October 18, 2002 at the address given below, or
by fax at (916) 653-5040, or by e-mail to
FGC@dfg.ca.gov, but must be received no later than
October 25, 2002, at the hearing in Crescent City, CA.
E-mail comments must include the true name and
mailing address of the commentor.

The regulations as proposed in strikeout-underline
format, as well as an initial statement of reasons,
including environmental considerations and all infor-
mation upon which the proposal is based (rulemaking
file), are on file and available for public review from
the agency representative, John M. Duffy, Assistant
Executive Director, Fish and Game Commission,
1416 Ninth Street, Box 944209, Sacramento, Califor-
nia 94244-2090, phone (916) 653-4899. Please direct
inquiries to John M. Duffy or Sherrie Koell at the
preceding address or phone number. Sandra Morey,
Chief, Habitat Conservation Planning Branch, Depart-
ment of Fish and Game, phone (916) 653-4875,
1416 Ninth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814, has been
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designated to respond to questions on the substance of
the proposed regulations. Copies of the Initial State-
ment of Reasons, including the regulatory language,
may be obtained from the address above. Notice of the
proposed action shall be posted on the Fish and Game
Commission website at http://www.dfg.ca.gov/fg_comm/.

AVAILABILITY OF MODIFIED TEXT

If the regulations adopted by the Commission differ
from but are sufficiently related to the action proposed,
they will be available to the public for at least 15 days
prior to the date of adoption. Any person interested
may obtain a copy of said regulations prior to the date
of adoption by contacting the agency representative
named herein.

If the regulatory proposal is adopted, the final
statement of reasons may be obtained from the address
above when it has been received from agency program
staff.

IMPACT OF REGULATORY ACTION

The potential for significant statewide adverse
economic impacts that might result from the proposed
regulatory action has been assessed, and the following
initial determinations relative to the required statutory
categories have been made:

(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact
Directly Affecting Business, including the Ability
of California Businesses to Compete with Busi-
nesses in Other States:

The proposed action will not have a significant
statewide adverse economic impact directly affect-
ing businesses, including the ability of California
businesses to compete with businesses in other
states because North Coast semaphore grass is
restricted to nine populations on a total of 14 to 18
acres in northern coastal California.

Although the statutes of the California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) do not specifically prohibit
the consideration of economic impact in determin-
ing if listing is warranted, the Attorney General’s
Office has consistently advised the Commission
that it should not consider economic impact in
making a finding on listing. This is founded in the
concept that CESA was drafted in the image of the
federal Endangered Species Act. The federal act
specifically prohibits consideration of economic
impact during the listing process.

CESA is basically a two-stage process. During the
first stage, the Commission must make a finding
on whether or not the petitioned action is
warranted. By statute, once the Commission has
made a finding that the petitioned action is
warranted, it must initiate a rulemaking process to
make a corresponding regulatory change. To
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accomplish this second stage, the Commission
follows the statutes of the Administrative Proce-
dure Act (APA).

The provisions of the APA, specifically sections
11346.3 and 11346.5 of the Government Code,
require an analysis of the economic impact of the
proposed regulatory action. Although Section
11346.3 requires an analysis of economic impact
on businesses and private persons, it also contains
a subdivision (a) which provides that agencies
shall satisfy economic assessment requirements
only to the extent that the requirements do not
conflict with other state laws. In this regard, the
provisions of CESA leading to a finding are in
apparent conflict with Section 11346.3, which is
activated by the rulemaking component of CESA.

Since the finding portion of CESA is silent to
consideration of economic impact, it is possible
that subdivision (a) of Section 11346.3 does not
exclude the requirement for economic impact
analysis. Although the Commission does not
believe this is the case, an abbreviated analysis of
the likely economic impact of the proposed
regulation change on businesses and private
individuals is provided. The intent of this analysis
is to provide disclosure, the basic premise of the
APA process. The Commission believes that this
analysis fully meets the intent and language of
both statutory programs.

Designation of North Coast semaphore grass as
threatened will subject it to the provisions of
CESA. This act prohibits take and possession
except as may be permitted by the Department, the
Native Plant Protection Act, or in the California
Desert Native Plants Act.

Threatened status is not expected to result in any
significant adverse economic effect on small
business or significant cost to private persons or
entities undertaking activities subject to CEQA.
CEQA requires local governments and private
applicants undertaking projects subject to CEQA
to consider de facto endangered (or threatened)
species to be subject to the same requirements
under CEQA as though they were already listed by
the Commission in Section 670.2 (CEQA Guide-
lines, Section 15380). Based on its rarity, the
North Coast semaphore grass would qualify for
this protection under CEQA.

Required mitigation as a result of lead agency
actions under CEQA, whether or not a taxon is
listed by the Commission, may increase the cost of
a project. Such costs may include, but are not
limited to, purchase of off-site habitat, develop-
ment and implementation of management plans,
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establishment of new populations, installation of
protective devices such as fencing, protection of
additional habitat, and long-term monitoring of
mitigation sites. If the mitigation measures re-
quired by CEQA lead agency do not minimize and
fully mitigate to the standards of CESA, listing
could increase business costs by requiring mea-
sures beyond those required by CEQA.

Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs
within the State, the Creation of New Businesses
or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the
Expansion of Businesses in California: None.

Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person
or Business:

Designation of threatened or endangered status,
per se, would not necessarily result in any
significant cost to private persons or businesses
undertaking activities subject to CEQA. CEQA
presently requires applicants undertaking projects
subject to CEQA to consider de facto endangered
(or threatened) and rare species to be subject to the
same protections under CEQA as though they are
already listed by the Commission in Section 670.2
or 670.5 of Title 14, CCR (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15380). Based on its rarity, North Coast
semaphore grass would qualify for this protection
under CEQA.

Although all populations of North Coast sema-
phore grass occur on private property, several
landowners are working with the Department to
conserve this species. Populations on private
forest lands are being avoided during timber
harvest activities. It is unlikely that listing North
Coast semaphore grass as a threatened species will
result in a major change in land management
activities and have an adverse economic impact.

Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/
Savings in Federal funding to the State: None.

Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agen-
cies: None.

Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School
Districts: None.

Costs Imposed on any Local Agency or School
District that is Required to be Reimbursed Under
Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of
Division 4: None.

(h) Effect on Housing Costs: None.

EFFECT ON SMALL BUSINESS
It has been determined that the adoption of these

regulations may affect small business.
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CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The Commission must determine that no reasonable
alternative considered by the Commission, or that has
otherwise been identified and brought to the attention
of the Commission, would be more effective in
carrying out the purpose for which the action is
proposed or would be as effective and less burden-
some to affected private persons than the proposed
action.

TITLE 14. FISH AND
GAME COMMISSION

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Fish and
Game Commission (Commission), pursuant to the
authority vested by sections 1904 and 2070 of the Fish
and Game Code and to implement, interpret or make
specific sections 1755, 1904, 2062, 2067, 2070,
2072.7, and 2075.5 of said Code, proposes to amend
Section 670.2, Title 14, California Code of Regula-
tions, to add Orcutt’s hazardia to the list of threatened
species.

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

At its August 1, 2002, meeting in San Luis Obispo,
California, the Commission made a finding that
Orcutt’s hazardia warrants listing as threatened. The
Department of Fish and Game therefore proposes to
amend Section 670.2 of Title 14, CCR, to add Orcutt’s
hazardia to the list of endangered, threatened or rare
plants. This proposal is based upon the documentation
of population declines and threats to the habitat of this
species to the point that it meets the criteria for listing
as threatened by the Fish and Game Commission as set
forth in the California Endangered Species Act
(CESA). The Department is fulfilling its statutory
obligation in making this proposal which, if adopted,
would afford this species the recognition and protec-
tion available to it under CESA. Orcutt’s hazardia is
extremely rare in California, and is limited to one
population occupying an area of less than 4 acres.

NOTICE IS ALSO GIVEN that any person
interested may present statements, orally or in writing,
relevant to this action at a hearing to be held in the
Board of Supervisors Chambers, 981 “H” Street,
Suite 100, Crescent City, California on Friday,
October 25, 2002 at 8:30 a.m., or as soon thereafter as
the matter may be heard. It is requested, but not
required, that written comments be submitted on or
before October 18, 2002 at the address given below, or
by fax at (916) 653-5040, or by e-mail to
FGC@dfg.ca.gov, but must be received no later than
October 25, 2002, at the hearing in Crescent City, CA.
E-mail comments must include the true name and
mailing address of the commentor.
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The regulations as proposed in strikeout-underline
format, as well as an initial statement of reasons,
including environmental considerations and all infor-
mation upon which the proposal is based (rulemaking
file), are on file and available for public review from
the agency representative, John M. Duffy, Assistant
Executive Director, Fish and Game Commission,
1416 Ninth Street, Box 944209, Sacramento, Califor-
nia 94244-2090, phone (916) 653-4899. Please direct
inquiries to John M. Duffy or Sherrie Koell at the
preceding address or phone number. Sandra Morey,
Chief, Habitat Conservation Planning Branch, Depart-
ment of Fish and Game, phone (916) 653-4875,
1416 Ninth Street, Sacramento, CA 95814, has been
designated to respond to questions on the substance of
the proposed regulations. Copies of the Initial State-
ment of Reasons, including the regulatory language,
may be obtained from the address above. Notice of the
proposed action shall be posted on the Fish and Game
Commission website at http://www.dfg.ca.gov/fg_comm/.

AVAILABILITY OF MODIFIED TEXT

If the regulations adopted by the Commission differ
from but are sufficiently related to the action proposed,
they will be available to the public for at least 15 days
prior to the date of adoption. Any person interested
may obtain a copy of said regulations prior to the date
of adoption by contacting the agency representative
named herein.

If the regulatory proposal is adopted, the final
statement of reasons may be obtained from the address
above when it has been received from agency program
staff.

IMPACT OF REGULATORY ACTION
The potential for significant statewide adverse
economic impacts that might result from the proposed
regulatory action has been assessed, and the following
initial determinations relative to the required statutory
categories have been made:

(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact
Directly Affecting Business, including the Ability
of California Businesses to Compete with Busi-
nesses in Other States:

The proposed action will not have a significant
statewide adverse economic impact directly affect-
ing business, including the ability of California
businesses to compete with businesses in other
states because the species is restricted to an area of
less than four acres in southern coastal California.

While the statutes of the California Endangered
Species Act (CESA) do not specifically prohibit
the consideration of economic impact in determin-
ing if listing is warranted, the Attorney General’s
Office has consistently advised the Commission
that it should not consider economic impact in
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making a finding on listing. This is founded in the
concept that CESA was drafted in the image of the
federal Endangered Species Act. The federal act
specifically prohibits consideration of economic
impact during the listing process.

CESA is basically a two-stage process. During the
first stage, the Commission must make a finding
on whether or not the petitioned action is
warranted. By statute, once the Commission has
made a finding that the petitioned action is
warranted, it must initiate a rulemaking process to
make a corresponding regulatory change. To
accomplish this second stage, the Commission
follows the statutes of the Administrative Proce-
dure Act (APA).

The provisions of the APA, specifically sections
11346.3 and 11346.5 of the Government Code,
require an analysis of the economic impact of the
proposed regulatory action. While Section 11346.3
requires an analysis of economic impact on
businesses and private persons, it also contains a
subdivision (a) which provides that agencies shall
satisfy economic assessment requirements only to
the extent that the requirements do not conflict
with other state laws. In this regard, the provisions
of CESA leading to a finding are in apparent
conflict with Section 11346.3, which is activated
by the rulemaking component of CESA.

Since the finding portion of CESA is silent to
consideration of economic impact, it is possible
that subdivision (a) of Section 11346.3 does not
exclude the requirement for economic impact
analysis. While the Commission does not believe
this is the case, an abbreviated analysis of the
likely economic impact of the proposed regulation
change on businesses and private individuals is
provided. The intent of this analysis is to provide
disclosure, the basic premise of the APA process.
The Commission believes that this analysis fully
meets the intent and language of both statutory
programs.

Designation of Orcutt’s hazardia as threatened will
subject it to the provisions of CESA. This act
prohibits take and possession except as may be
permitted by the Department, the Native Plant
Protection Act, or in the California Desert Native
Plants Act.

Threatened status is not expected to result in any
significant adverse economic effect on small
business or significant cost to private persons or
entities undertaking activities subject to CEQA.
CEQA requires local governments and private
applicants undertaking projects subject to CEQA
to consider de facto endangered (or threatened)
species to be subject to the same requirements
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under CEQA as though they were already listed by
the Commission in Section 670.2 (CEQA Guide-
lines, Section 15380). Based on its rarity, the
Orcutt’s hazardia would qualify for this protection
under CEQA.

Required mitigation as a result of lead agency
actions under CEQA, whether or not a taxon is
listed by the Commission, may increase the cost of
a project. Such costs may include, but are not
limited to, purchase of off-site habitat, develop-
ment and implementation of management plans,
establishment of new populations, installation of
protective devices such as fencing, protection of
additional habitat, and long-term monitoring of
mitigation sites. If the mitigation measures re-
quired by CEQA lead agency do not minimize and
fully mitigate to the standards of CESA, listing
could increase business costs by requiring mea-
sures beyond those required by CEQA.

Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs
within the State, the Creation of New Businesses
or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or the
Expansion of Businesses in California: None.
Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person
or Business:

Designation of threatened or endangered status,
per se, would not necessarily result in any
significant cost to private persons or businesses
undertaking activities subject to CEQA. CEQA
presently requires applicants undertaking projects
subject to CEQA to consider de facto endangered
(or threatened) and rare species to be subject to the
same protections under CEQA as though they are
already listed by the Commission in Section 670.2
or 670.5 of Title 14, CCR (CEQA Guidelines
Section 15380). Based on its rarity, Orcutt’s
hazardia would qualify for this protection under
CEQA.

Because the only known population of Orcutt’s
hazardia occurs on land protected by a conserva-
tion easement, and is therefore not subject to
development, it is unlikely that the listing of this
species will have an adverse economic impact.

Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/
Savings in Federal funding to the State: None.
Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agen-
cies: None.

Programs Mandated on Local Agencies or School
Districts: None.

Costs Imposed on any Local Agency or School
District that is Required to be Reimbursed Under
Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of
Division 4: None.

Effect on Housing Costs: None.
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EFFECT ON SMALL BUSINESS
It has been determined that the adoption of these
regulations may affect small business.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The Commission must determine that no reasonable
alternative considered by the Commission, or that has
otherwise been identified and brought to the attention
of the Commission, would be more effective in
carrying out the purpose for which the action is
proposed or would be as effective and less burden-
some to affected private persons than the proposed
action.

TITLE 16. STRUCTURAL PEST

CONTROL BOARD

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Struc-
tural Pest Control Board is proposing to take the action
described in the Informative Digest. Any person
interested may present statements or arguments
orally or in writing relevant to the action proposed at
a hearing to be held at The Queen Mary,
1126 Queens Highway Long Beach, California, at
9 a.m., on October 11, 2002. Written comments,
including those sent by mail, facsimile, or e-mail to the
addresses listed under contact person in this Notice,
must be received by the Structural Pest Control Board
at its office not later than 5:00 p.m. on October 10th or
must be received by the Structural Pest Control Board
at the hearing. The Structural Pest Control Board,
upon its own motion or at the instance of any
interested party, may thereafter adopt the proposals
substantially as described below or may modify such
proposals if such modifications are sufficiently related
to the original text. With the exception of technical or
grammatical changes, the full text of any modified
proposal will be available for 15 days prior to its
adoption from the person designated in this Notice as
contact person and will be mailed to those persons
who submit written or oral testimony related to this
proposal or who have requested notification of any
changes to the proposal.

AUTHORITY AND REFERENCE
Pursuant to the authority vested by Section 8525 of
the Business and Professions Code, and to implement,
interpret or make specific Sections 8514 and 8516
(b)(10) of said Code, the Structural Pest Control Board
is considering changes to Division 19 of Title 16 of the
California Code of Regulations as follows:

INFORMATIVE DIGEST/POLICY
STATEMENT OVERVIEW

1. Amend 1991(a)(8)(C)
Existing law states that recommendations for

corrective measures shall be made to exterminate all
wood-destroying pests, and if evidence indicates that
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wood destroying pests extend into inaccessible areas,
then recommendations must include either enclosing
the structure for an all encompassing treatment, by use
of another all encompassing method of treatment
which exterminates the infestation of the structure, or
by locally treating by exposing the infested area(s) for
local treatment, removing the infested wood, or using
another method of treatment which exterminates the
infestation.

The regulatory proposal would require that if any
recommendation is made for local treatment, the
report must contain language informing consumers
that local treatment is not an all encompassing
treatment method, and infestations of wood-destroying
pest extending or existing beyond the area(s) of local
treatment will not be exterminated.

2. Adopt 1993.2

Existing regulation requires that an inspection of a
structure be made prior to commencement of work on
a contract, or the signing, issuing, or delivering of any
document expressing an opinion or statement relating
to the control of wood destroying pests.

The Board proposes to adopt regulation clarifying
that installation of any termite bait station requires a
prior inspection of the structure. The proposal also
defines the terms above ground bait station and
in-ground bait station.

3. Adopt 1993.3

Existing regulation requires that a control service
agreement specify the terms and conditions of the
contractual agreement for the purpose of informing the
consumer what preventive services the consumer can
expect to receive and what items are not covered in the
service.

The Board proposes to adopt regulation to specify
that the use of in-ground termite bait station systems
would be considered a control service agreement in
order to ensure that the consumer will be informed as
to what services will be rendered as well as what items
will not be covered with this system.

FISCAL IMPACT ESTIMATES

Fiscal Impact on Public Agencies Including Costs or
Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal
Funding to the State: None

Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies:
None

Local Mandate: None

Cost to Any Local Agency or School District for
Which Government Code Section 17561 Requires
Reimbursement: None

Business Impact: The Structural Pest Control Board
has made an initial determination that the proposed
regulatory action would have no significant statewide
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adverse economic impact directly affecting business,
including the ability of California businesses to
compete with businesses in other states.

Impact on Jobs/New Businesses: The Structural
Pest Control Board has determined that this regulatory
proposal will not have any impact on the creation of
jobs or new businesses or the elimination of jobs or
existing businesses or the expansion of businesses in
the State of California.

Cost Impact on Representative Private Person or
Business: The Structural Pest Control Board is not
aware of any cost impacts that a representative private
person or business would necessarily incur in reason-
able compliance with the proposed action.

Effect on Housing Cost: None

EFFECT ON SMALL BUSINESS
The Structural Pest Control Board has determined
that the proposed regulations would not affect small
business. The proposed changes are word verbiage
changes and will not affect the cost to small business.

CONSIDERATION OF ALTERNATIVES
The Structural Pest Control Board must determine
that no reasonable alternative which it considered or
that has otherwise been identified and brought to its
attention would either be more effective in carrying
out the purpose for which the action is proposed or
would be as effective and less burdensome to affected
private persons than the proposal described in this
Notice.
Any interested person may present statements or
arguments orally or in writing relevant to the above
determinations at the above-mentioned hearing.

INITIAL STATEMENT OF REASONS
AND INFORMATION
The Structural Pest Control Board has prepared an
initial statement of the reasons for the proposed action
and has available all the information upon which the
proposal is based.

TEXT OF PROPOSAL

Copies of the exact language of the proposed
regulations and of the initial statement of reasons, and
all of the information upon which the proposal is
based, may be obtained at the hearing or prior to the
hearing upon request from the Structural Pest Control
Board at 1418 Howe Ave. Suite 18, Sacramento,
California 95825-3280.

AVAILABILITY AND LOCATI